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1. Claims 18, 22-30, 32-34, 52, 56, 58-64, 66-68, 71-72, 75-76 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The specification at page 19 does not provide support for the limitation that 
the composite absorbent web has an edge compression of 0.29 g/gsm or less, a 
saturated capacity of above about 20.4 g/g or greater and a wet tensile strength of 
greater than about 1.16 g/gsm/in or greater. The specification at page 19 provides 
support for the composite having density of 0.22 g/cc; saturated capacity of 20.4 g/g, 
wet tensile in g/gsm/in of 1.16 and edge compression g/gsm of 0.29 but does not 
provide support for the use of these values as a maximum, as in the case of the edge 
compression, or a minimum as in the case of the saturated capacity and wet tensile 
strength. The text cited by Applicant at page 19 compares the edge compression, 
saturated capacity and wet tensile strength of the product exemplified in the table on 
page 19 to the prior art products it is compared to, but does not state that these are 
minimum or maximum values respectively, and does not indicate that any value either 
higher or lower than these values was contemplated as being part of the invention. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 18, 22-25, 29-30 32-33, 52, 56, 58-59, 63-64, 66-67 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Assarsson et al, U.S. Patent No. 
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3,901,236 in view of Dodge II et al, U.S. Patent No. 5,994,615 and Cook et al U.S. 
Patent No. 6,562,743. Assarsson et al discloses a superabsorbent particle which is 
coated with a cellulosic material such as a cellulosic fiber. See col. 3, line 41 - col. 4, 
line 46. With regard to the limitation that the superabsorbent is "particulate-coated", 
Applicant's specification defines particulates as including fibers. See page 1 1 , lines 10- 
17 of the instant specification. Therefore, the new limitation is met by the disclosure of 
Assarsson. The indicated allowance of claims 30 and 64 is withdrawn in view of the 
amendment to those claims which broaden them to recite 2 weight percent "or more" of 
binder and ninety eight weight percent "or less" of superabsorbent. The addition of "or 
more" and "or less" necessitates the rejection of those claims for the reasons of record. 
The superabsorbents may be incorporated into airlaid absorbent pads. See col. 7, lines 
21-50. The individual particles may comprise up to about 80% fibers to 10% on the 
superabsorbent particles. See col. 10, lines 17-26. With regard to limitations regarding 
the absorbent capacity of the composite absorbent web, although Assarsson et al does 
not disclose the claimed values, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have optimized the absorbency capacity of 
the web through the process of routine experimentation by optimizing factor such as the 
amount and placement of the superabsorbent particles, the choice of the other 
components of the absorbent pad, etc. Assarsson et al differs from the claimed 
invention because it does not disclose the presence of binders such as binder fibers in 
the airlaid pads. Dodge teaches at col. 12, lines 5-25 and col. 14, lines 9-16, that 
suitable absorbent materials including airlaid webs may include up to about 10 percent 
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of a binder component based on the weight of the web. Dodge teaches that the binder 
component may comprise a thermoplastic polymeric fiber such as a polyolefin fiber or a 
bi-component fiber such as polyethylene/ polyethylene terephthalate fibers. See col. 
16, lines 10-22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have employed the binders of Dodge in the airlaid web of 
Assarsson et al, motivated by the expectation that these would enhance the absorbency 
and strength of Assarsson absorbent web. Neither Assarsson nor Dodge teach the 
particularly claimed amount of superabsorbent. Cook teaches that from 20-80% of 
superabsorbent particles can be added to fibers to form an absorbent structure for use 
in manufacturing an absorbent article. See col. 8, lines 23-30. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have employed 20-80 % superabsorbents in the absorbent core of Assarsson, 
motivated by the teaching of Cook et al that this amount produces excellent results in 
absorbent structures. With regard to the claimed edge compression, saturated capacity 
and wet tensile strength, while Assarsson does not disclose the claimed values, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to optimize the edge compression, 
strength and liquid holding capacity of the absorbent material in order to arrive at a 
material having the desired durability and efficiency. 

4. Claims 26-28, 60-62, 71-72, 75-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Assarsson in view of Dodge and Cook as applied to claims above, 
and further in view of Radwanski et al, U.S. Patent No. 4,939,016. Neither Assarsson 
nor Dodge teaches incorporating elastomeric fibers or meltblown fibers into the airlaid 
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absorbent web or employing additional layers with the airlaid layer. Radwanski et al 
teaches that meltblown elastomeric fibers may be incorporated into airlaid webs in order 
to enhance the aesthetic properties of the web by producing a more cloth-like product. 
See col. 5i lines 9-27 and col. 6, lines 1-27, col. 7, lines 3-57. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
incorporated elastomeric meltblown fibers into the absorbent web of Assarsson, 
motivated by the expectation that this would enhance the aesthetic properties of the 
web. Radwanski teaches that additional layers may be added to the web , such as col. 
8, line 51 - col. 9, line 26, in order to enhance and /or add additional properties to the 
fabric. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have included additional layer such as those taught by 
Radwanski into the material of Assarsson, motivated by the expectation that additional 
properties could be added to the fabric, or that existing properties could be enhanced by 
the additional layers. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 3/3/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

6. With regard to the new matter rejection, while the claims have been amended, a 
new matter rejection is still set forth above, because the specification at page 19 does 
not provide support for the particular values of edge compression, saturated capacity 
and tensile strength claimed, since the specification sets forth values for a single 
embodiment, not minimum or maximum values as claimed. 
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7. Applicant argues that there would have been no motivation to employ the binder 
of Dodge in the fast-absorbing airlaid of Assarsson because the SAP in Dodge is a slow 
acting absorbent. However, the rejection as set forth above does not state that it would 
have been obvious to have incorporated the SAP of Assarsson into the Dodge 
structure, but rather to include the binder fibers taught by Dodge into the absorbent core 
of Assarsson in order to strengthen the absorbent core of Assarsson. Applicant argues 
that there is no motivation to employ the binder fibers of Dodge in the fast absorbing 
airlaid material of Assarsson because the SAP in Dodge is a slow rate SAP while in 
Assarsson the SAP is a fast rate SAP. However, whether the SAPs differ would not 
control whether or not one of ordinary skill in the art of fibrous absorbent cores, diapers 
and hygiene articles would have been motivated to add binder fibers to the core of 
Assarsson. Dodge teaches that the binders can be added to airlaid nonwoven 
absorbent components for use in hygiene materials. Assarsson is drawn to an 
absorbent airlaid nonwoven which is used in hygiene materials. Whether the other 
components in Dodge are identical to those in Assarsson is not the issue. The issue is 
whether the person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to include the 
binder of Dodge into the airlaid nonwoven of Assarsson. Since Dodge teaches that 
airlaid nonwoven absorbent hygiene materials can further comprise the binder in the 
claimed amount, it is the examiner's position that the addition of such binder fibers 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art motivated by the expectation 
that this would enhance the strength and integrity of the airlaid of Assarsson. With 
regard to the samples shown on page 19, Applicant argues that there is no motivation to 
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expect that a material having a binder would have a greater edge compression than the 
sample which does not have the binder. However, it is noted initially that samples 2 and 
3 are not drawn to the instant invention since they do not comprise the coated SAP. 
Additionally, there does not have to be a motivation or recognition that an additional 
property will be changed by the presence of the binder, but instead, there only has to be 
a motivation within the references to add the binder. Here the motivation is found in the 
Dodge reference which discloses an airlaid nonwoven which comprises SAP and which 
also teaches that binders in the amount and type claimed can also be employed in order 
to enhance the strength and integrity of the airlaid. 

8. Applicant argues that there is no suggestion in Cook that would lead a person of 
skill in the art to modify the materials in either Assarsson and/ or Dodge, however, 
since Cook teaches incorporating SAPs into absorbent materials in an amount of 20- 
80%, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have employed this 
amount of SAPs in the absorbent composite of Assarsson. Applicant argues that there 
is nothing that would lead a person of ordinary skill in the art to achieve a composite 
having exceptional flexibility and saturated capacity. However, it is not necessary that 
the motivation to combine be the same as Applicants motivation. Cook teaches 
suitable amounts of SAP which can be incorporated into fibrous absorbent composites. 
Therefore, the person of ordinary skill in this art would have been motivated to employ 
the particular amounts of SAP taught by Cook in the absorbent fibrous material of 
Assarsson, motivated by the teaching of Cook that these values produced suitable 
absorbent materials. 
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9. With regard to Radwanski, Applicant argues that Radwanski does not teach 
incorporating the elastomeric fibers containing webs into absorbent webs which 
comprise a binder, a coated SAP and have the claimed properties. However, as set 
forth above, Radwanski teaches the benefits of incorporating elastomeric fiber- 
containing webs into absorbent materials in order to impart additional properties to the 
absorbent material. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elizabeth M. Cole whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1475. The examiner may be reached between 6:30 AM and 6:00 PM Monday 
through Wednesday, and 6:30 AM and 2 PM on Thursday. 

Mr. Terrel Morris, the examiner's supervisor, may be reached at (571) 272-1478. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


The fax number for all official faxes is (571) 273-8300. 


Eliza^th M. Cole 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1771 



e.m.c 


